Must God Go ?
life has been constituted a force which can win its"
way through; and that the universe has been built
in such a way that the higher values mark the
direction of achievement.
The reason why theism seems more probable than
pantheism is that pantheism is incomplete, since it
leaves these phenomena unexplained; while theism
both contains the pantheist explanation and goes on
to account for the ultimate superiority of intelligence.
The pantheist God cannot be wholly intelligent or
good; there is too much failure and evil in the
universe. But a God who is behind or above the
material universe, as well as within the life of the
material universe, becomes a goal towards which
man is striving. I do not suggest that this proposition
is self-evident; it is extremely difficult to relate God
to the material universe. We can only dimly imagine
why He has allowed imperfections and evils to exist.
But theism does not contradict the emergent evolu-
tion theory. The picture which it draws is that
of life  experimenting,  failing, retiring, and then
advancing, very gradually and painfully winning
its way forward. On the theist explanation, God
has allowed this process, and this process is part of
Himself, Theism opens up to us the conception of
a reality which is not confined to the physical uni-
verse, but stretches out beyond those narrow bounds
and beyond our farthest imagination. The mystery
of evil, the imperfections of the scheme, suffering and
pain remain. But these realities justify disbelief in